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NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

EAF NO.: ENV 2007-0254 EIR
PROJECT NAME: Universal City Vision Plan
PROJECT LOCATION/ADDRESS: 100 Universal City Plaza, Universal City, CA 91608
COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA: Sherman Oaks-Studio City- Toluca Lakes-
Cahuenga Pass
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 4
DUE DATE FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS: August 9, 2007

The City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, will be the Lead Agency and will require
the preparation of an environmental impact report ("EIR") for the project identified herein (the
"Projecf). The Department of City Planning requests your comments as to the scope and
content of the EIR. The purpose of the Scoping Meeting is to receive input from the public as to
what areas the EIR should study. No decisions about the project are made at the scoping
meeting. The Project description, location, and the potential environmental effects are set forth
below. Also included below are the date, time, and location of the Scoping Meeting that will be
held in order to solicit input regarding the content of the Draft EIR. The Scoping Meeting is in an
open house format. THIS IS NOT THE REQUIRED PUBLIC HEARING FOR MUNICIPAL
CODE ENTITLEMENT REQUESTS which will be scheduled after DreDaration of the EIR. A
copy of the Initial Study prepared for the Project is not attached but is available for review at the
Department of City Planning, 200 North Spring Street, Room 601, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Project Applicant, Universal City Studios LLLP, L.P., proposes
the development of approximately 1.56 million square feet of various net new commercial uses
(approximately 2.2 million square feet of new commercial development less 647,000 square feet
of demolition), a 500-room hotel and 2,937 multi-family residential units. The Project proposes
new development across all of the major types of land uses that occur on the Project Site,
induding CityWalk, theme park (including Amphitheater use), tram tour, studio, production,
retail, office and hotel uses, in addition to the introduction of residential uses onto the Project
Site. This proposed new development would be supported by additional parking facilities and
improvements to the on-site circulation system.

@~

The Project Applicant is requesting the following discretionary approvals from the City of Los
Angeles as part of the proposed Project: adoption of a Specific Plan to regulate development
within the City portions of the Project Site; General Plan Amendment to establish a Specific Plan
land use designation for the City portions of the Project Site; the removal of a small portion of
the Project Site from the Mulholland Scenic Parkway Specific Plan; Zone Change to effectuate
the new Specific Plan; Tentative Tract Maps for mixed-use development (including residential
condominiums with accompanying Development Design Guidelines); Development and Pre-
Annexation Agreement; a Haul Route Permit; Grading approvals; and any additional actions that
may be determined necessary.

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER



In addition, the Project Applicant is requesting the following discretionary approvals from the
County of Los Angeles for those portions of the Project Site that are located within the
unincorporated portions of Los Angeles County: adoption of a Specific Plan to regulate
development within the County portions of the Project Site; General Plan Amendments to
establish a Specific Plan land use designation and delete an on-site road (the "East-West
Road") as set forth in the County's General Plan Circulation Element; Zone Change to
effectuate the new Specific Plan; Tentative Tract Map; Grading Approvals; Development
Agreement; and any additional actions that may be determined necessary.

In addition, the Project Applicant is requesting modification to the City and County jurisdictional
boundaries through a Petition for Reorganization application with the Local Agency Formation
Commission (LAFCO).

PROJECT LOCATION: The Project Site is comprised of approximately 391 acres located in
Universal City. The Project Site is located approximately two miles north of Hollywood and
approximately one and one-half miles south and east of the junction of U.S. Route 101
(Hollywood Freeway) and State Route 134 (Ventura Freeway). The Project Site is generally
bounded by the Los Angeles County Flood Control Channel (LAFCC) to the north, the
Hollywood Freeway to the south, Barham Boulevard and residences to the east, and
Lankershim Boulevard and the Universal Metro Rail Station to the west.

The Project Site currently includes approximately 95 acres located within the City, and 296
acres located in the County. The Project proposes annexation of approximately 76 acres of the
Project Site from the County's jurisdiction to the City, and 32 acres from the City's jurisdiction to
the County, for an overall net change of 44 acres from the County to the City. The annexation
would result in approximately 139 acres of the Project Site located within the City, with the
remaining 252 acres located within the County.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Aesthetics; Air Quality; Biological
Resources; Cultural Resources; Geology and Soils; Hazards and Hazardous Materials;
Hydrology and Water Quality; land Use and Planning; Noise; Population and Housing; Public
Services; Recreation; Transportation! Circulation; Utilities; and Mandatory Findings of

Significance.

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING DATE AND LOCATION: The public scoping meeting will be
held on AUGUST 1, 2007 from 4:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at the Marvin Braude San Fernando
Valley Constituent Service Center. The purpose of the scoping meeting is to solicit public
comments regarding issues to be addressed in the Draft EIR. The scoping meeting will provide
information regarding the Project and the anticipated scope of analyses to be contained in the
Draft EIR. The Department of City Planning encourages all interested individuals and
organizations to attend this meeting.

Date: August 1, 2007

Time: 4:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Location: Marvin Braude San Fernando Valley Constituent Service Center
6262 Van Nuys Boulevard, First Floor
Van Nuys, CA 91401

The enclosed materials reflect the current scope of the Project (subject to change) which is located in an
area of interest to you and/or the organization you represent. An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will
be prepared and submitted to the Department of City Planning. The Department of City Planning



addressed in the EIR. All comments will be considered in the preparation of the EIR. Written comments
must be submitted to this office by August 9, 2007. Written comments will also be accepted at the scoping
meeting described above.

Please direct your comments to:

Jon Foreman
City Planner/Project Coordinator
Department of City Planning
200 N. Spring Street, Room 601
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Fax: (213) 978-6566
Jon. Foreman@lacity.org

S. Gail Goldberg, AICP
Director of Planning

Enclosures
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From: "Scott P. Harris" <spharris@dfg.ca.gov> 
To: <Jon.Foreman@lacity.org> 
Date: 711 612007 9:27 AM 
Subject: Metro Universal 
Attachments: Bird Language excerpt.doc 

Mr. Foreman: 

Please consider the attached native bird avoidance language as a mitigation measure for the Metro 
Universal Project located at 3875 N. Lankershim Boulevard if the project will involve disturbances to 01 

removal of vegetation, or building demolition. The Department of Fish and Game will not be providing 
comments to projects of this nature if the City would please include this bird avoidance language for 
projects involving urban infill development on existing developed landscaped lots. Thanks you. 

Scott Harris 
Environmental Scientist 
CA Dept. of Fish and Game 
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a. Migratory nongame native bird species are protected by international 
treaty under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (50 
C.F.R.  Section10.13). Sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513 of the California 
Fish and Game Code prohibit take of  all  birds and their active nests  
including raptors and other migratory nongame birds  (as listed under the 
Federal MBTA).  

 
b. Proposed project activities (including disturbances to native and non-

native vegetation, structures and substrates) should take place outside of 
the breeding bird season which generally runs from March 1- August 31 
(as early as February 1 for raptors)  to avoid take (including disturbances 
which would cause abandonment of active nests containing eggs and/or 
young).  Take means to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to 
hunt, pursue, catch, capture of kill (Fish and Game Code Section 86). 
 

  c. If avoidance of the breeding bird season is not feasible, the   
  Department recommends that beginning thirty days prior to the 

 disturbance of suitable nesting habitat the project proponent should 
arrange for weekly bird surveys to detect protected native birds occurring  
in the habitat that is to be removed and any other such habitat within 300 
feet of the construction work area (within 500 feet for raptors) as access 
to adjacent areas allows.  The surveys should be conducted by a qualified 
biologist with experience in conducting breeding bird surveys.  The 
surveys should continue on a weekly basis with the last survey being 
conducted no more than 3 days prior to the initiation of 
clearance/construction work.  If a protected native bird is found, the 
project proponent should delay all clearance/construction disturbance 
activities within 300 feet of suitable nesting habitat (within 500 feet for 
suitable raptor nesting habitat) until August 31. Alternatively, the Qualified 
Biologist could continue the surveys in order to locate any nests.   If an 
active nest is located, clearing and construction within 300 feet of the nest 
(within 500 feet for raptor nests) or as determined by a qualified biological 
monitor, must be postponed until the nest is vacated and juveniles have 
fledged and when there is no evidence of a second attempt at nesting.  
Limits of construction to avoid a nest should be established in the field 
with flagging and stakes or construction fencing marking the protected 
area 300 feet (or 500 feet) from the nest. Construction personnel should 
be instructed on the  sensitivity of the area.  The project proponent should 
record the results of the recommended protective measures described 
above to document compliance with applicable State and Federal laws 
pertaining to the protection of native birds.   
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Metropolitan Transportation Authority One Gateway Plaza 21~.gzz.z000 Tel 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 rnetro.net 

Metro 

July 16,2007 

Jon Foreman 
City Planner/Project Coordinator 
Department of City Planning 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 601 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Mr. Foreman: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for 
the Universal City Vision Plan. This letter conveys recommendations from the Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) concerning issues 
that are germane to our agency's statutory responsibilities in relation to the proposed 
project. 

A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA), with highway, freeway, and transit components, is 
required under the State of California Congestion Management Program (CMP) 
statute. The CMP TIA Guidelines are published in the "2004 Congestion 
Management Program for Los Angeles County", Appendix D. The geographic area 
examined in the TIA must include the following, at a minimum: 

1. All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway 
on/off-ramp intersections, where the proposed project d l  add 50 or 
more trips during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak hour (of adjacent 
street traffic); and 

2. Mainline freeway-monitoring locations where the project wiU add 150 or 
more trips, in either direction, during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday 
peak hour. 

Among the required steps for the analysis of development-related impacts to transit 
are: 

3. Evidence that in addition to Metro, all affected Municipal transit operators 
received the NOP for the Draft EIR; 

4. A summary of the existing transit services in the area; 
5. Estimated project trip generation and mode assignment for both morning 

and evening peak periods; 
6. Documentation on the assumptions/analyses used to determine the 

number and percentage of trips assigned to transit; 
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7. Information on facilities and/or programs that will be incorporated into 
the development plan that will encourage public transit usage and 
transportation demand management (TDM) policies and programs; and 

8. An analysis of the expected project impacts on current and future transit 
services along with proposed project mitigation. 

Metro loolcs forward to reviewing the Draft EIR. If you have any questions regarding 
this response, please call me at 213-922-6908 or by email at chapmans@rnetro.net. 
Please send the Draft EIR to the following address: 

Metro CEQA Review Coordination 
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-2 Jti c "  ,? 

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 ti 5.,1 

Attn: Susan Chapman 

Sincerely, 

Susan Chapman 
Program Manager, Long Range Planning 
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South Coast 
Air Quality Management District 
2 1865 Copley Dr~ve, Diamond Bar, CA 9 1765-4 182 
(909) 396-2000 www aqmd gov 

July 13,2007 

Mr. Jon Foreman 
Citv Planner/ Proiect Coordinator 
~ i $  of Los ~ n ~ e i e s ,  Department of City Planning 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 601 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Mr. Foreman 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the 
Universal City Vision Plan 

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above- 
mentioned document. The SCAQMD's comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality 
impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft environmental impact report (EIR). Please send 
the SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all 
appendices or technical documents related to the air quality anatysis and electronic versions of all air quality 
modeling and health risk assessment files. Without all fdes and supporting air quality documentation, the 
SCAQMD will be unable to complete its renew of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in 
providing all supporting air quality documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the 
comment period. 

Air Oualitv Analysis 
The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist 
other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency 
use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the 
SCAQMD's Subscription Services Deparhnent by calling (909) 396-3720. Alternatively, the lead agency may wish to 
consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2007 Model. This model is available 
on the SCAQMD Website at: www.aamd.gov/ceaa/models.html. 

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the 
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including 
demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but 
are not limited to, emissions fiom the use of heavy-duty equipment from &g, earth-loadinglunloading, paving, 
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources 
(e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, 
but are not limited to, emissions from stationaq sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and 
vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, 
that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis. 

The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for calculating PM2.5 emissions from construction and operational 
activities and processes. In connection with developing PM2.5 calculation methodologies, the SCAQMD has also 
developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD requests that the lead agency quantify 
PM2.5 emissions and compare the results to the recommended PM2.5 significance thresholds. Guidance for 
calculating PM2.5 emissions and PM2.5 significance thresholds can be found at the following internet address: 
htto:/lwww.aaind.~ov/ceaa/handboo~M2 5PM2 5.hhnl. 
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Mr. Jon Foreman -2- July 13,2007 

In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts the SCAQMD recommends calculating localized air quality 
impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST's can be used in addition to the 
recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA 
document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead 
agency perform a localized significance analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing 
dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at 
h~://www.aamd.~ovlceqaihandbook/LSTlLST.html. 

It is recommended that lead agencies for projects generating or attracting vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel- 
fueled vehicles, perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk 
assessment ("Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk ftom Mobile Source Diesel Idling 
Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis") can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA web pages at the following 
internet address: httD:/lwww.aamd.aovlceaa/handbooWmobile toxicimobile toxic.html. An analysis of all toxic air 
contaminant impacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should 
also be included. 

Mitication Measures 
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible 
mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to 
minimize or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible 
mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for 
sample air quality mitigation measures. Additional mitigation measures can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA web 
pages at the following internet address: www.aamd.~ov/ceaa/handbooWmiti~ation/MM intro.hhnl Additionally, 
SCAQMD's Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling 
construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required. Other 
measures to reduce air quality impacts ftom land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD's Guidance Document for 
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found at the following 
internet address: httD://www.aamd.aovi~rdas/aq~de/aaguid. In addit io~ guidance on sitting incompatible land 
uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community 
Perspective, which can be found at the following internet address: hthxiiww~ .arb.ca.rovlchlhandbook.Ddf Pursuant 
to state CliQA Guidelines $15 126.4 (a)(l)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation mcnsures must also be discussed. 

Data Sources 
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD's Public Information 
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available 
via the S C A Q ~ ' S  World Wide Web Homepage (httD://www.asm~.eov). 

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are accurately 
identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist, CEQA Section, at 
(909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding this letter. 

Sincerely, 

d-&=z 5 4  
Steve Smith, Ph.D. 
Program Supervisor, CEQA Section 
Planning, Rule Development and Area Sources 

SS:CB:LI 
LAC0707 11-03AK 
Control Number 
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES COMMENT CARD 

CASE #: ENV 2007-933-EIR DATE: June 25,2007 
MEETING: Environmental Public Scoping Meeting 

Fernando Valley Constituent Service Center 

This Comment is regarding: (Please check all that apply) 

d ~ e s t h e t i c s  
CI Agricultural Resources 
W A i r  Quality 
WBiological Resources 
O Cultural Resources 
O Geology & Soils 
0 Hazards & Hazardous Materials 
0 ydrology & Water Quality 2 Land Use & Planning 
O Mineral Resources 
d Noise 
I d~opu la t i on  & Housing 
0 Public Services 
0 Recreation 
d~ ranspo r ta t i on~  Circulation 
d Utilities 

COMMENT: 
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Department of City Planning re: Public Scoping Meeting on the Metro Universal Project 
located at 3875 N. Lankershim Boulevard 

This project will severely impact all of the San Fernando Valley not just the area adjacent 
to the proposed development. It is ostensibly being designed for the LA of 20-304-50 
years from now but will make life for those of us around today a living and commuting 
hell. 

You are doing nothing to address the traffic nightmare this will cause. The 101 will not 
be able to deal with the cars that this will add to its already congested lanes. The city 
streets will become impossible to navigate especially for those people who live in 
neighborhoods that use Lankershim for ingress and egress. I won't even go into the 
disaster in the making to the east on Barham Boulevard when the other Universal project 
swings into action. 

The obscenely tall skyscrapers you have planned (and growing taller by the minute) will 
blot out the views of the Santa Monica Mountains and the sun. One of the most historic 
monuments in California will be in permanent shadow and seriously trivialized. 

The arguments that all these people who will be living and working in the new 
constructions will be abandoning their cars and using the MTA is an insult to our 
intelligence. The subway only goes downtown and doesn't even run 2417. Plans to 
expand the system are in their infancy and will face long and expensive negotiations. 

Will these buildings impact the subway foundations? To anchor tire 45 story structures 
you envision will require some serious steel footings. Remember the "Big One" that Cal 
Tech says is overdue? What about that very real possibility? 

Your presentation drawings are simplistic and misleading. The leafy courtyards and green 
vistas are artistic hocus-pocus. The only thing missing in the renderings are some cows 
grazing! Save the smoke and mirrors for the more gullible. 

This is being done for money.. .to say that it's bold and imaginative and will become the 
prototype for future city planning is absolute bunkum. To think that we taxpayers will be 
rewarding the developers of this scheme for creating such misery is the worst kind of 
political scam. Once it is finished, Mr. Thomas and his associates will scuttle back to the 
west side to count their money while we are left with his architectural chaos. 

An army of illegal aliens will need to be recruited to service all of these proposed 
buildings. Those are the jobs that will be created by this building orgy. 

The homeowner is becoming an endangered species. Finding starter, affordable homes is 
nearly impossible in this city as more of the older structures are being razed in favor of 
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multiple housing. The zoning policies are all in favor of the developer. The condos and 
lofts, the 50 feet apartment buildings are like a creeping fungus over our neighborhoods. 
The streets are clogged with the cars from these high rises along with their detritus 
(abandoned shopping carts, discarded pizza boxes, empty bottles arid cans). What was 
once the American Dream.. .is now a struggle. You never know when the next big project 
will cast its shadow over your backyard. Keeping neighborhoods intact requires constant 
vigilance. 

We need help from the Planning Department not a rubber stamp for runaway 
development. Don't allow this to go forward as it is presently conceived. It will change 
this part of the valley forever and adversely affect the countless thousands of 
homeowners and commuters who live and work here. 

Marie Andros 
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i From: Steven Baer <slbaer@earthlmk.net> 
To: Jon Foreman <Jon.Foreman@lac~ty.org> 
Date: 7/22/2007 5:20 PM 
Subject: Universal C~ty V~sion Plan 

Mr. Foreman, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide my initial comments on this 
project. I have lived very close to the northeast corner of the 
Universal property for twenty years. I can see, from my bedroom 
windows, the hillside that is proposed as part of the "Universal 
Village." I frequently go through the intersection of Barham Blvd. 
and Forest Lawn Drive--driving in my car, while riding my bicycle, 
and on foot, as a pedestrian. 

The massive scale of the Universal City Vision Plan guarantees 
negative impacts to the existing infrastructure, and the existing 
neighborhood residences. I have three main concerns: 

Unless the interchange between the Ventura and Hollywood Freeways 
is completed in advance of this project, the traffic impacts to local 
streets will be horrific. At the very least, there should be an 
added connector to allow travel from the westbound Ventura to the 
southbound Hollywood, and an added connector to allow travel from the 
northbound Hollywood, to the eastbound Ventura. Short of these 
infrastructure improvements, Barham Blvd., Forest Lawn Drive, Pass 
Avenue, Olive Avenue, Lankershim, Vineland, Cahuenga, and Riverside 
Drive will be totally overburdened. 

My second concern is over the proposed residential buildings, up to 
12-stories tall, obscuring the view of the hillsides. This is far 
out of scale to what exists in our neighborhoods. 

My third concern is the question of air pollution. How will this 
project impact the quality of the air I breath? And, how much air 
pollution is too much? (I also have concerns of added noise.) 

Some other comments: 

If "Universal Village" is built, I hope that there can be 
pedestrianlbicycle bridges installed to assure safe travel over the 
BarhamlForest Lawn intersection. It is currently a challenge to 
cross those streets safely. Bridges would be great. 

Will there be any dedicated "senior housing" offered. I wonder if 
there was any thought of creating a "satellite" campus to the Motion 
Picture Retirement Home, in Woodland Hills? I believe Lew Wasserman 
would have liked that. 

I hope that construction hours will be limited. No Sunday work, 
please. 

I will try to stay informed about this project. Thanks again, 
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From: <DBATV@aol.com> 
To: <Jon.Foreman@lacity.org> 
CC: <NeilKat@aol.com>, ~SamBell717@aol.com~ 
Date: 7/12/2007 2:07 PM 
Subject: ENV 2007-0254 EIR 

The so called Universal City Vision Plan will see nothing but a traffic 
nightmare unless concurrent with Universal's big dream commencing the city itself 
widen both Cahuenga Blvd., East and West by at least two lanes -- a huge 
undertaking, but one that is absolutely essential if this project is going to be 
allowed. 

Also, the Barham St. bridge over the Hollywood Freeway will have to be 
widened by at least two lanes, and Barham itself should be widened. 

Is the city ready to undertake these massive road expansion necessities? If 
not, as much as I'm in favor of progress as an area business owner, the city 
should never approve any part of this project. 

Sincerely yours, 

David L. Bell, 321 1 Cahuenga Blvd., West (at Barham) 

Get a sneak peak of the all-new AOL at 
http:l/discover.aol.comlrnemed/aolcom30tour 
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From: <dcs5023@aol.com> 
To: <jon.foreman@lacity.org> 
Date: 7/17/2007 12:15 PM 
Subject: NBClUniversal development problem 

Sir: 
We are residents of "The Island" at 4038 Willowcrest Ave, Studio City 

91604. The traffic in the area where Lakershim meets Ventura Blvd. is 
already gridlocked. We are concerned at the amount of traffic pollution 
this new project will create in our area. We don't want out 
neighborhood to become unhealthy. If there is a plan to have NBC 
employees exiting into our neighborhood on Bluffside drive, this most 
certainly will not only hurt our neighborhood because of the excess 
traffic going through it, but will also endanger the park, due to all 
the excess car exhaust, noise and litter that will most likely follow. 
Sincerely- 
Matt Besser & Danielle Schneider 

AOL now offers free email to everyone. Find out more about what's free 
from AOL at AOL.com. 
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From: ~richard.bogy@universalworkinggroupnews.org~ 
To: "Darnell Tyler" <darnell.tyler@nbcuni.com> 
CC : <rbogy@bogycompany.com>, "'Roy Disney"' <prime-fitness@msn.com>, <krista ... 
Date: 7/16/2007 1054 AM 
Subject: Letter from NBC Universal 

Darnell - 

When we talked a bit recently I told you I was disappointed -considering 
the size of the MTA project - that special measures (outside of the City 
required notice area of less than 1500 feet and a newspaper ad) had not been 
taken to let the neighbors know about the recent scoping meeting. 

I received a good letter today from NBC Universal today - addressed to the 
"Universal City Neighbor(s)" - letting people know about the upcoming 
Universal Vision Plan scoping meeting and also providing information on how 
the public can comment or attend. 

I want to thank you and Universal. The letter is a great demonstration of 
"doing it right". 

Best, 

Richard 
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From: Robert Bolan <rkbolan@sbcglobal.net> 
To: <jon.foreman@lacity.org> 
CC : Anne Marie Lardeau <amlardeau@earthlink.net> 
Date: 711 812007 8:11 AM 
Subject: NBC Universal's Vision Plan (which needs eyedrops and strong glasses) 

Dear Mr. Foreman: 

I am opposed to zoning changes that will allow increased commercial and high density residential 
construction near and along Barham Boulevard. 

The main impact on traffic of any of these developments will be catastrophic. The BarhamlCahuenga 
intersection is the weak link in the entire Cahuenga corridor. The lack of a connector between the 
westbound 134 and the southbound 101 means that traffic from San Gabriel Valley travels at freeway 
speeds along Forest Lawn and up Barham Boulevard until forced to stop because of backup from the 
Barham Cahuenga intersection. 

The service drives Cahuenga East and West (the only way to enter Barham) are very narrow and 
already operating at capacity. With the Hollywood Redevelopment of recent years, Hollywood is 
increasingly becoming a destination and not merely a place to be passed by on the freeway. This results 
in daily traffic backup from Hollywood and Highland all the way back past the Bowl to where the 101 exit 
merges with Cahuenga West. 

Fortunately, that huge plan of three years ago to deal with the CaheungallOl corridor by expanding the 
freeway at the expense of the service drives collapsed under the weight of its absurdity. Before any but a 
modest few dwellings in this area are approved, the snarled BarhamlCahuenga intersection problems 
must be solved as well as the peculiar traffic flows that have grown up to compensate for it. And the 
solution must not harm the residential neighborhoods along Barham. If NBC-Universal is allowed, as a 
result of rezoning, to develop their huge back lot for residential dwellings, or worse, high-rise condos, the 
traffic consequences will be catastrophic and the quality of life for existing residents will plummet and the 
property values will fall. 

This year several new projects have begun along Cahuenga and when these eventually open, the traffic 
will again increase. With the recent aggressive advertising of Universal's theme park and movie complex, 
traffic has predictably grown such that it is now necessary to plan one's trips away from home so they 
don't coincide with the late night mass exodus from Universal. While all this development has been going 
on, however, there is no sign of any attention being given to the Barham-Cahuenga intersection. 

Please pay attention to these critical issues that affect everyone who lives here and those who must pass 
through this bottleneck on their way to downtown Los Angeles. 

Robert Bolan, M.D 
Hollywood Knolls 
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From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

"Charlotte Chamberlain" <chamberlain_charlotte@yahoo.com>
<jon.foreman@lacity.org>, <tom.labonge@lacity.org>, <gail.goldberg@lacit. ..
"Daniel Savage, President, HKCC" <hollywoodknolls@yahoo.com>, "Paul Wies ...
7110120076:35 PM
Stop the Universal Project!

Dear Messrs Foreman and Labonge and Ms. Goldberg:

It is totally reprehensible that the Universal project is going forward with little or no regards to the concerns
of the community regarding traffic impact on the current residents.
The Hollywood and Highland project is a traffic disaster as is the Hollywood Bowl. What this community
doesn't need is another traffic bottleneck. I expect the politicians that represent this area to strongly
oppose this project.

Charlotte Chamberiain
Paul Wieselmann
3483 North Knoll Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90068-1561

Page 119



Page 120



Page 121



Page 122



Page 123



Page 124



Page 125



-. . . . . - . - . . . . . . .- - - - . .. . . . - . - . . . . 
. (711 712007) . . . . Jon . . .  orem man -. - Re. -. oppoz& .- t & ~ ~ / U & r s a ~  $an 

-. . . . . . -- .. .- 
page I 
.. . ... . .. 

From: ~ccohen@dslextreme.com~ 
To: <jon.foreman@lacity.org>, <gail.goldberg@lacity.org>, <tom.labonge@lacit 
Date: 7/16/2007 9:04 PM 
Subject: Re: opposition to NBClUniversal plan 

I am writing to express my disapproval for the NBClUniversal plan. Not 
only is the plan a short-sighted and undemocratic outcome, but so is the 
process. While I am not surprised by NBCIUniversal, I am disappointed 
with how the city has handled this. Surely it is clear that this project 
will benefit few but will cost many. Any argument that this will benefit 
many is disengenuous. Any arguments that traffic will not be impacted in 
a materially negative way can not be taken seriously. The Red Line 
reduces traffic. Buses reduce traffic. Bringing more people with more 
cars does not reduce traffic. 

I live near Universal. I moved here knowing about the traffic but wanting 
to be close to the city. I am sure that the people who planned this do 
not live here. I am sure what this will do to already miserable traffic. 
I pay a considerable amount in local taxes. Congestion is very bad for 
real estate in the area. The way this plan is designed at this point, 
with almost no consideration for traffic impact, will not ultimately 
benefit anyone already in the city, though it will certainly benefit 
NBCIUniversal. 

Is there anybody speaking up for the local residents? It does not seem 
our voices are being considered as much as the tax dollars on the other 
side. I am ashamed of the hypocrisy I see in that I have been working on 
a local house and the approval process has been an absolute nightmare for 
what amounts to a tiny project. Why is a laser beam lens being held up to 
investigate my tiny project when this massive development seems to be 
speeding through unchecked!!!??? Why was it okay for my personal project 
to sit on someone's desk at the city for months because they were too busy 
and didn't have enough help when this project can not even be discussed 
further despite the fact that the citizens are attempting to demand it? 
Why does it feel like the comment time is being managed to prevent too 
many negative comments, i.e. Ms. Goldberg's decision to not extend the 
comment period despite a request from Councilman La Bonge? Is there a 
time limit on free speech? Does this limit perhaps indicate bias? Will 
the developers run away with all of the money if we actually stop and 
think for an extra few months? What are the long term benefits to Los 
Angeles and its residents? How can we minimize the traffic impact? I am 
not against development. I am a big fan of corporate America. I truly 
believe that free markets and corporate America help to make this country 
great. But I am strongly against traffic, greed and short-sighted 
thinking. At times, the market must be checked for the public interest. 
This is one of those times. 
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From: <jlc@dslextreme.com> 
To: <jon.foreman@lacity.org>, <gail.goldberg@lacity.org>, ctom.labonge@lacit 
CC: <antonio.villaraigosa@lacity.org> 
Date: 7/16/2007 8:53 PM 
Subject: opposition to NBCIUniversal plan 

It is hard to believe a project that appears to negatively impact the 
quality of life for most if not all Los Angeles residents could be on it's 
way to fruition. I live in the Hollywood Knolls. There are times that it 
takes me 25 minutes to drive less than one mile on Cahuenga due to the 
already unbearable congestion around Barham. This congestion is of course 
a direct result of another historically short-sighted decision to not 
connect the 1011134 interchange. Barham is used as a freeway to Burbank 
already. The current trickle of traffic in the area will turn into 
complete gridlock certain to reverberate throughout the entire city and 
likely the county. The added congestion created by this development will 
clog the flow of traffic through one of the most important arteries 
between the San Fernando Valley and the city side of L.A. Recent studies 
show that this optimistic belief that building near a transit hub will 
reduce cars in the area is not true at all and not logical here in Los 
Angeles. If they believe it then they should build a development with NO 
PARKING ANYWHERE. I'd agree to that as that would demonstrate their 
conviction. I want to live here. I don't think that the people at NBC 
that own Universal that will profit from this live here. I'm sure they 
wouldn't want to when they are done with it. I like Universal but the 
traffic here is already at the brink and if someone can invest billions of 
dollars in buildings then they also should be held accountable for 
infrastructure improvements as well. 

I have lived in Los Angeles my whole life. I have defended L.A's 
infamously awful reputation about traffic. I have supported all 
development projects that benefit the city. How is this justifiably 
beneficial to the citizens of Los Angeles? Has anyone thought about the 
true cost in productivity' This project will cost millions of tax-paying 
motorists many waking hours. There is a real cost here that NBClUniversal 
is not paying. I certainly understand why they want to do this and how 
they benefit. Under these cdircumstances, however, this should not be 
permitted. 

Would NBClUniversal like to pay for a new freeway connection between the 
101 and the 134? Maybe then I would listen. 

Please consider what is best for the majority of the Los Angeles residents 
and taxpayers before allowing this development to proceed. Do we not live 
in a Democracy anymore? Are corporate goals to benefit a few more 
important than the people of Los Angeles? 

Sincerely, 
Judith Gelles Cohen 
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From: <LEAHLC4@aol.com> i/ 
To: <jon.foreman@lacity.org> 
CC: ~councilmember.labonge@lacity.org~, ~zev@bos.lacounty.gov~, <mayor@lacit. 
Date: 8/16/2007 457  PM 
Subject: Input From Universal Vision Scoping Meeting 
Attachments: InputStatementscopingmeeting.doc 

Dear Mr. Foreman, 

Please download the attached Word Document which contains my comments 
following the Universal Vision Scoping Meeting of August 1, 2007. 

I am also sending a hard copy to your office by regular mail 

Thank you and best wishes, 

Leah Creed 
3452 Troy Dr. 
Los Angeles, CA 90068 
323-850-0621 

...................................... Get a sneak peek of the all-new AOL at 
http://discover.aol.com/memed/aolcom30tour 
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CASE#: ENV 2007-0254-EIR 

DATE: 08/16/07 - Input following the August 1, 2007 public scoping meeting. 

NAME: Leah Creed 
ADDRESS: 3452 Troy Drive, Hollywood CA 90068 
PHONE: 323-850-0621 

Dear Mr. Foreman: 

As a resident of the Hollywood Manor for more than 30 years, my immediate response is 
total and complete opposition to the proposed project. If the project is allowed to go 
forward to completion it will forever change and impact the surrounding communities to the 
detriment of all of its current occupants. The scope of the proposed project is 
overwhelmingly massive. It will create unimaginable daily chaos for the people who live in, 
or work, or visit, or pass though the surrounding community, and nearby communities 
because of its sheer populous density. Neither the City nor the County of Los Angeles 
should be allowed to become pockets of densities matching the levels of several small 
Manhattans. We are not geographically nor technologically equipped to handle the kind of 
volume that will be created by NBC Universal. This is especially true if one considers it in 
combination with the MTA project proposal from NBC Universal, and with all of the other 
projects from similar developers in the San Fernando Valley and in the Downtown, 
Hollywood and Westside areas. Our present infrastructure is completely inadequate for 
servicing the proposed masses. 

The following issues are concerns that I have as they relate to the proposed project andlor 
the site plan furnished by NBC Universal at the Scoping Meeting: 

I am opposed to granting the Project Applicant's request for modification to the City and 
County jurisdictional boundaries through their Petition for Reorganization application with 
LAFCO for the following reasons: 

The possibility of corruption (or further corruption) of the Mayor of Los Angeles and 
the Los Angeles City Council members, and City Departments and Agencies 
personnel is of great concern to me. The future of Los Angeles should not be for 
sale. 

The enormous burden the project will place upon City resources such as LAPD, 
LAFD and Paramedics, the Department of Building and Safety, DWP, DOT, Street 
Se~ices,  Hazardous Waste, Recyclable Waste, Sanitation and Wastewater, Storm 
Drains, and Solid Waste (even if private my concern is overflowing landfills from 
grading and construction and from the population of the completed project). 

If the deletion of an on-site "East-West Road" is a road that would run from Forest Lawn Dr. 
at Barham Blvd through Universal to Lankershim Blvd., then I am opposed to its deletion 
from the General or Specific Plan. There should be another east-west route rather than 
just the one existing Cahuenga Blvd. which is already congested. This issue should be 
addressed in the EIR. 
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It is not clear if the proposed four lane road that runs north-south parallel to Barham Blvd. in 
the Universal Village plan will be open for use by the general public. The general public 
should be able to use the proposed road, but if the road is for public use, then it is not 
adequate to mitigate north and south bound traffic after completion of the proposed project. 
It may be necessary to make the proposed road at least eight lanes. Also, the proposed 
road should not be connected either directly or indirectly to Blair Dr. or any other street in 
the area known as the Hollywood Manor unless it is gated with 24 hour security personnel 
and then it should be of use to the residents of the Hollywood Manor. The EIR should 
address this issue 

Another concern of mine is Air Quality as it relates to the increased traffic flow. There is 
already an ever increasing amount of black colored particulates that are evident at and in 
my home. These oily particulates are coming from Barham Blvd. and they are noticeable 
on the exterior of my house. The only way to remove the buildup of these particulates is for 
me to have my entire exterior power washed on an annual basis. I have to hose off my 
balconies and exterior frontage every week and all I see is black water running off. I do 
that to prevent tracking more black particles into the interior of my house. When I clean my 
exterior windows, and interior flooring and carpeting, the wash water is black from these 
particulates. I have lived here for thirty years and I have observed that the air quality and 
black particulates started about five years ago and that it keeps getting increasingly worse 
as time goes by and as traffic gets heavier and heavier on Barham Blvd. The EIR should 
address this issue. 

The EIR should address the possibility of earth vibrations and sound vibrations that could 
impact adjacent communities during Universals' excavating and earthmoving. I felt and 
heard such vibrations during Universal's previous expansion. 

The EIR does not address the issue of wildlife and the affect the construction of the 
orooosed oroiect will have on the existina area wildlife. Past exoansions at Universal . . 
caused wiidliie to flee the area. The ~ i t ~ ~ l a n l ~ r o ~ o s e d  project does not make mention of 
any type of "green" building. I believe that all new construction projects should be 
mandated to be built as green as possible, especially projects of this scope and size. 

Another factor is that may not be addressed in the EIR is the weather. When Universal 
changes the topography of its mountain, it causes changes to the wind direction and air 
flow. That is exactly what happened when Universal completed its last major expansion. 
Before the gradinglearthmoving for that project we enjoyed constant circular winds that 
kept the temperature cooler, enabling us to use a lot less air conditioning, and take 
advantage of the then fresh outside air. What effect will the earthmoving have on our 
weather? 

There is one other issue of concern, and that is the fact that we have only one local 
hospital, that being Providence Saint Joseph Hospital. Its emergency waiting area has 
become increasingly busy to the point of at times, a four hour wait for patients with true 
emergencies and its trauma center vanished years ago. Even though the hospital has 
been and is expanding its grounds and services, I still have to worry about how the hospital 
will be able to accommodate thousands upon thousands more new residents, new workers, 
and visitors who will be in need of the hospital's services when the proposed project is 
completed. The EIR should address this issue. 
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What about our schools? What impact will the additional residences at Universal Village 
have on our school district and our overcrowded classrooms? The EIR should address this 
issue. 

The greatest and most obvious concern of all is the future traffic conditions if the project 
goes forward to construction and to completion. We are already in gridlock conditions on 
Barham Blvd., Lankershim Blvd., Cahuenga Blvd, and both the Hollywood and Ventura 
Freeways. This traffic gridlock extends to Olive, Pass and Riverside Dr. and also to 
Vineland Ave. and Ventura Blvd. and Highland. What will NBC Universal do to resolve the 
increase in traffic caused by their completed project, and also address the effects on traffic 
during construction? How will their mitigation affect the expected growth in cars and traffic 
flow? How will emergency service vehicles such as police cars, fire trucks, paramedic 
units, and ambulances be able to traverse the gridlocked roads? 

The danger of fire and security risks to Universal Village and to its adjacent communities 
could be heightened due to the use of the foot trails detailed in the Vision Plan. The EIR 
should address this issue. 

Some ways the City of Los Angeles and/or NBC Universal could help to ease the current 
and future traffic conditions around the area could be: 

0 The existing road from the Lankershim Blvd. entrancelexit through the lot, to the 
Universal Studios Blvd. entrancelexit at Cahuenga could be opened for public use. 

Traffic Sensors on all traffic lights, present and future, on Ventura Blvd.1 Cahuenga 
from Vineland Ave. to Hollywood Blvd., on Barham Blvd. from Cahuenga to 
Riverside Dr., on Lankershim from Riverside Dr. to Ventura Blvd., and on Olive 
from Alameda to Pass Ave. If possible, all traffic lights should be synchronized. 

0 Put a barrier (curb, embedded cones, etc.) between the right-turn-only lane and the 
right traffic lane on northbound Barham at Lakeside Plaza Dr. to prevent its use as 
an illegal passing lane. Also, place a no-right-on-red from Lakeside Plaza Dr. to 
northbound Barham and install a red-light camera to catch cheaters. 

Provide an additional traffic lane on southbound Barham from Blair Dr. for right turns 
only onto the entrance to the 101 North and Buddy Holly Dr. The lane should also 
have a barrier between it and the next right hand lane. 

There is also a need for additional traffic lights with left turn lanes and arrows at 
Barham at Blair Dr. and on Barham at Craig Dr. Also, there should be a barrier to 
prevent northbound traffic on Barham from turning left (just before the light) into the 
liquor store that is located at the corner of DeWitt and Barham. 

In closing, I must say that it seems that there are no elements included in the proposed 
Universal Vision Plan that would serve to enhance the communities around Universal 
Studios. They only seem to care about enriching themselves at our expense and to our 
detriment. They have been dishonest, disingenuous, tricky, selfish, and greedy in the past, 
and I do not expect them to be any different now or in the future. 
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WT1'I7?@,7} Jon F()re~an - f\Ac;~~& MTAprO]ects on Lani<ershirn}lTvd. and Uni"ers,!1 City.

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"antiqphoto" <aritiqphoto@earthlink.net>
<Jon.Foreman@lacity.org>
7/1112007 1:28 PM
MCA & MTA Projects on Larikershim Blvd. and Universal City

Mr. Jon Foreman,
City Planner/Project Coordinator
Department of City Planning
Sir:

We are now faced with yet another development proposed by MCA Universal for
the develpoment of 2.2 million square feet of commercial space, pius a 500
room hotel and 2,937 multi-family residential units. All this to be in
construction at the same time as the 1.4 million square feet of office space
on Lankershim Blvd.

After the hypocrisy of the last Scoping meeting held on June 25th, where
there was no representatives in attendance from the MTA and the
representatives from the developers, Thomas Properties Group, who refused to
answer any questions put to them, we are now being asked to attend another
scoping meeting for this latest project that is proposed as the "Universal
City Vision Plan". We the residents of the area are expected to put up with
the noise, pollution and horrendous traffic, so that big business can
develop anything they like because they have the money, lobbyists and
control of the area. Universal City does not pay one cent in business tax to
Los Angeles as they have a 'special arrangement'. So does this mean that
those who will eventually occupy the 3.6 million square feet of commercial
and office space will not pay one cent to the City in Business Taxes?

The planned development of the MTA Universal City site by Thomas Properties
Group at 3875 N. Lankershim Blvd., is not in the interests of those that
currently live and work in the area. The 3.6 million square feet of added
office space will add to the already hideous traffic congestion along
Ventura Blvd and the 101 freeway. The noise and air pollution generated by
the extra traffic will make the area uninhabitable to the residents of the
east end of the Valley and Toluca Lake. The carbon monoxide from slow,
creeping traffic will add to 'Global Warming'. The accompanying respitory
problems with residents in the area will grow exponentially.

During the years that the construction will take, the noise, pollution and
disruption will further exacerbate the problems that the City, County and
State have had, with trying to control the traffic in and around the
Universal MCA Studios.

As a resident of the area for more than 20 years, living on Willow Crest
Ave, south of Ventura Blvd, approximately 600 yards from this development, I
am familiar with the noise, dirt and pollution that was caused by the
construction of the MTA Universal City line. The noise currently from the
101 Ventura Freeway is unbearable, it is impossible to sit outside in my
backyard and we have to keep our windows closed to sleep at night. A sound
wall would help but because we are on a small street with only 9 houses,
this is not considered a problem to the authorities. To add tens of
thousands of cars to Ventura Blvd and the 101 freeway will only make things
much worse. Our street has been piowed up by large trucks that took the
wrong turning during the construction of the MTA Universal City station,
only to find that they were on a dead-end street. The street has been

_ .._--_ __ __ __ ---_ -- --~ _._-_._ _ .._ _ --_ .
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patched but never repaired and the result is' that a large section of the
road has 8 inch deep furrows. I invite you to take a look.

Office vacancy rates in the San Fernando Valley are 15.3%, it took 12+ years
to iease the MCA Universal Tower (formeriy built for the headquarters of
Getty Oil), we do not need two new tower blocks on Lankershim Blvd, a 34
story tower and a 24 story tower. This is a complete over-development of
the area. This adds nothing to the quality of life in Southern California,
this only makes the developers richer and gives the MTA more money to spend
on more vehicles on the freeways, further adding to the congestion in a
City, that is already suffering under the strain of too many vehicles.

The City of Los Angeles Planning Commission is allowing these two projects
to move forward when they should have been scaled down to wilhin reasonable
size limits. Ventura Blvd has height restrictions, but Lankershim Blvd does
not We residents have to fight pollution, unbearable traffic and noise that
continues around the clock. These oversized projects harm our way of life
and hurt us in our property values. Please help to put a stop to both of
these projects before they make our lives unbearable.

Thank you

Anthony Davis
3766 Willow Crest Ave
Studio City, CA 91604
8187623540

This mailbox protected from junk email by MailFrontier Desktop
from MailFrontier, Inc. http://info.mailfrontier.com
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From: <ADrooker@aol.com> 
To: <jon.foreman@lacity.org> 
Date: 7/17/2007 8.1 5 PM 
Subject: Universal Vision Plan EIR 

Mr. Foreman: 

As a longtiime resident in the Hollywood Manor above Universal Studios, I 
want to lend my voice to those who have already expressed deep concern if not 
outright opposition to the Universal Vision Plan as it now stands. 

It is crucial that an approved plan effectively deals with the increased 
traffic and congestion to the area. Already Barham Blvd. experiences day long 
traffic and would only get worse under the current plan. It is imperative that new 
roadways divert traffic away from Barham. In addition, any reduction in 
parking spaces at the Universal Metro station in order make way for new 
construction would hurt efforts to encourage people to use mass transit. 

If Universal owns property they should have the right to develop it, but 
please, please make sure it's done in a sane, responsible and considerate way. 

Thank you 

Sincerely, 

Arthur Drooker 

Get a sneak peek of the 
all-new AOL at http://discover.aol.com/memed/aolcom30tour 
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From: john frenzel <jffrenzel@yahoo.com> 
To: <jon.foreman@lacity.org> 
Date: 7/19/2007 8:24 AM 
Subject: NBC Universal Expansion Plans 

Dear Jon, 

I live in the Hollywood Knolls neighborhood adjacent to the Universal property. Currently all we get from 
Universal is TRAFFIC-TRAFFIC-TRAFFIC plus NOISE-NOISE-NOISE. 

Please DO NOT allow them to expand and make an already bad situation even worse 

Sincerely, 
John Frenzel3375 N Knoll Dr, LA, CA 90068 

John F. Frenzel 
JFfrenzel@yahoo.com 

Luggage? GPS? Comic books? 
Check out fitting gifls for grads at Yahoo! Search 
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From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

Louise Frogley <Iouisefrogley@earthlink.net>
<jon.foreman@lacity.org>
<hollywoodknolls@yahoo.com>
7/11/200712:44 PM
Universal City Vision Plan

I object strongly to the proposed development at Universal.
The project is too huge and the traffic too great for the
proposed neighbourhood. Louise Frogley
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From: ~jgibson@princesscruises.com~ 
To: ~jon.foreman@iacity.org> 
Date: 711 812007 1 0:57 AM 
Subject: Universal Studios 

Dear Mr. Foreman - 

I look forward to the opportunity to learn more details about the planned 
development on Universal Studios' property, which is adjacent to my 
neighborhood - Hollywood Manor. My f~rst and foremost concern IS the real 
likelihood that the traffic situation w~ll worsen from an already bad 
situation. It is my sincere hope that the city takes steps to ensure 
adequate parking requirements are mandated and there are alternative 
routes to Barham Blvd, which is already extremely congested. Also, I 
would request that the city use this opportunity to improve the sidewalks 
along Barham Blvd. As you are likely aware, the sidewalks are not paved 
along the entire stretch of Barham Blvd. There is a significant gap where 
pedestrians are compelled to go into the busy street if they wish to walk 
down to Forest Lawn. The sidewalks should be expanded and upgraded to 
make them wider and safer for people who would rather walk than drive. 
Similarly, I would request that the city seriously consider placement of 
sidewalks and a bicycle path along the edge of Hollywood Knolls alongside 
Cuhenga that stretch all the way to the Henry Ford theater. This would 
allow people who wish to take alternative transportation to downtown 
Hollywood to do so without serious risk of injury or death. Currently, 
you may be aware that there are stretches along Cuhenga without any 
sidewalks and I frequently see pedestrians walking on the road at great 
risk to their health as the traffic in this area can be heavy. Finally, I 
request that the city take advantage of the development to insist that the 
surrounding areas be improved with improved paving and street conditions 
and more attractive landscaping. It is my opinion that this part of the 
City of Los Angeles is seriously neglected and does not receive an 
adequate amount of resources compared to revenue collected. I hope that 
this development will bring focus and resources to the area that will 
mitigate the negative aspects of such a large development. 

Best regards, 

James H. Gibson, Ph.D., M.P.H. 
3420 Troy Drive, Los Angeles, CA 90068 
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Jason Gonzalez" <jasonpgonzalez@msn.com>
<jon.foreman@lacity.org>
7/11/20071 :08 PM
Universal EIR

Mr. Foreman -
I received your July 10, 2007 Notice of Preparation and Notice of Public
Scoping Meeting. I write to request that your EIR consider: (1) the traffic
effects of the proposal; (2) whether the proposal will have sufficient parks
and recreational facilities to serve the planned housing and nearby
community; (3) whether the proposal has sufficient commercial enterprises
(ie, grocery/convenience stores, dry cleaners, restaurants, etc) that will
allow the people in the new residential development to meet their basic
needs without having to drive somewhere; and (4) air and other pollution
expected to result from all the construction, and particularly how it would
affect nearby residences.
Thank you
Jason Gonzalez
(323) 371-6954

http://newlivehotmail.com
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Jon Foreman1 Gail Goldberg 
Department of City Planning 
200 N. Spring St., Room 601 
Los Angeles. CA 90012 

Certified I/ US Mail  

MTARJniversal Developments 

I have received your scooping mailer re above a couple of days ago. Presumably the only reason for 
going informed is the fact that I recorded my name a couple of weeks ago on the mailing list on own 
initiative. Although I'm pro-development/progress/taxation I believe in balancing monetary & 
community interests. On the face it does not appear that NBC Universal is attempting to balance OR 
mitigate either the quantum OR impact of the proposed Universal lot development on both the 
community & (already) overtaxed infrastructure in the in area. More specifically NBC Universal is 
attempting to seize the MTA lot with full support of the Planning Department to the detriment of the 
commuting public with the City of Los Angeles, on the face, acting as a partner with the developer in 
both instances. 

As taxpayer & property owner in the immediate area I hence wish to arotest the proposed 
development amongst other things on the following grounds; 

1. Lack of specificity re on final product, factual transit solutions, construction logistics, 
environmental impact in real numbers, mitigations of scope of works, welfarellow income 
component, ownership of respective lots, takings protocol, compensation, community 
interestslrights, alternative locations & San Fernando blight generally. 

2. That Thomas Properties appears to be a subsidiary of NBC Universal, a national listed 
securities entity, &not an independent consultant as being implied in the official manifest. 

It is hence imperative that Gail Goldberg, Director of City Planning, as fiduciary of healthlwelfare/ 
moralslsafety powers of the City of Los Angeles should clarify both her personal relationship as well 
as that of the City of Los with NBC Universal & Thomas Properties. Gail Goldberg should also assert 
to the independence of the family of consultants in support of this project on whose properlobjective 
standard of conduct the taxpayers are relying. As a fiduciary Gail Goldberg also has the burden to 
enquire into political/ballot donations NBC Universal /I Thomas Properties /I McGuire enterprises has 
allotted to the elected representatives (incl the Major & Mr La Bonge) of the City of Los Angeles. 

Gail Goldberp must also assert to thc aoolicahili~ of the "No Proiect'' & "Statcmcnt of Overriding 
Considerations" in accordance with scctions 1 ti 126.6 & 15093 Chapter 3 of the Californb 
Environmental Oualitv Act. California Code of Reeulations, with regards the development of the EIR. 

Sincerely 
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From:
To:
Date:

arnold rncculler <arnoldm50@mac~.com>
<jon.foreman@lacity.org>
7/10/20072:40 PM

I am a resident in Lakeridge Estates and am against any further
building.

Arnold
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
merritt

GREETINGS,

. Merritt Paul <merrittmaster@yahoo.com>
<jon.foreman@lacity.org>
7/10/2007 9:20 PM
NBC UNIVERSAL VISION PROJECT EMAil merrittmaster@yahoo.com paul

ON behalf of UNITED BANCORP SERVICEs,
A property owner in the lAKE HOllYWOOD ZONE,
WE request inclusion of our concerns about the
referenced UNIVERSAL CITY MAJOR PROJECT.

lack of new dedication of GREENSPACESIII and
thousand of new trees should be planted.

failure to include significant BIKING AND WALKING
AREAS AROUND AND THROUGH THE PROPOSAL AREA.

MAJOR FAilURE TO RE DIRECT TRAFFIC OUT OF THE
EXISTING local neighborhood areas.!11 BARHAM, ETC.

parking for the MTA lOT S should be added five
fold, for the population increase.

private daytime shuttle from the PROJECT TO STUDIO
CITY AND HOllYWOOD, should be a perrnenant building
condition.

no connective equestrian opportunities from the
GRIFFITH PARK AREA INTO THE project.

add larger buffer areas between the existing
neighborhoods and the PROJECT[S].

SIGNIFICANT drought scape; to reduce water needs
should be included.

TRAFFIC IMPACTS NOT adequately mitigated via,
surrounding streets such as BARHAM.

a lARGE INTERNAL public park should be dedicated
to comply with the area deficit of URBAN parkland.

we request acknowledgement of this supplement to
the EIR. SCOPING PLAN PROCESS, and

further formal NOTICING TO our office at
5870 FRANKLIN AV.

PENTHOUSE 409 HOllYWOOD,CA 90028.

RESPECTFUllY SUBMITTED,

PAUL MERRITT, vice president UNITED BANCORP SER.
holding TRUST.

paul merritt c
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Jon

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dean Minerd <deanminerd@sbcglobal.net>
<jon.foremah@lacity.org>
7/10/2007 11 :09 AM
Universal Expansion

Dear Mr. Foreman -

I wanted to take the opportunity to share my thoughts with you about the
proposed Universal expansion project.

As a resident of the Hollywood Knolls for the past 7 years I implore you to
reconsider your position on this project moving forward.

The traffic impiications, population increase to this already dense area and
the overall impact to our neighborhood would be devastating.

At this point, Universal-eityWaikiscongesteuenoughandamismanaged-----------
operation that attracts too many individuals to the area as it is. The
notion of adding more traffic to the Barham and Cahuenga corridors is a
frightening thought.

I'm a proponent of progress but feel that this project isn't progress to
serve all. The scale is too great and the proposed renovations have not
been clearly explored.

On a personal note, I have spent the iast 7 years remodeling and updating my
current home that was considered a tear down in my neighborhood. I cannot
stress how frustrating my dealing with the planners, Dept of Building &
Safety, The Mulholland DRB and the zoning personnel has been.

It's astounding to me that my experience of trying to better an existing
residential property for the benefit of my neighbors and the safety and
appreciation of all has been met with such abject scrutiny and red-tape
obstacles yet a project as massive as the one proposed on the Universal
property seems to be effortlessiy approved.

Not so curious where the city's allegiance is in this picture. Just
disappointing.

Sincerely,

Dean Minerd
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From: DM Osborne <dm~osborne@sbcglobaI.net~ 
To: <jon.foreman@lac~ty.org> 
Date: 711 612007 5x24 PM 
Subject: Resident Comment on Scope of EIP for Thomas PropertieslMTA site on Lankershim 

Jon Foreman - City Planner 
Universal City Master Plan 
City of Los Angeles 
200 N. Spring Street 
City Hall, Room 601 
PH 213-978-1171 
FAX 213-978-6566 
jon.foreman@lacity.org 

Dear Mr. Foreman: 

We are homeowners in Lakeridge Estates, a mid-century, 
single-family hillside neighborhood that will be 
affected by all phases of NBC Universal's so-called 
"vision plan," including the development of the 
MTAlThomas Properties site on Lankershim. We share the 
view expressed by hundreds of area residents that the 
Environmental Impact Reports concerning these 
development proposals must include a thorough and 
sound analysis of traffic, parking, and community 
character issues. 

Hollywood, the Cahuenga Pass, and adjacent areas have 
all experienced a dramatic and ongoing increase in 
density and development in recent years, and yet the 
necessary enhancements to the affected surface streets 
and freeways have not kept pace. During morning and 

-evening rush hours, Cahuenga, Highland, and resemble 
parking lots. During summer months, events at the 
Hollywood Bowl add significantly to congestion and 
lengthy back-ups on both Cahuenga and Highland. Rarely 
is the 101 freeway a viable alternative. 

The Department of City Planning should do everything 
in its power to ensure that the traffic impacts of the 
Thomas PropertieslMTA proposal are identified early 
and addressed before any construction begins. At each 
step in the process, approvals and entitlements must 
be tied to and contingent upon completion of concrete 
mitigation measures. 

Some have suggested that the new commuters drawn to 
this area by the Thomas Properties development will 
rely exclusively on mass transit, and, therefore, will 
have a negligible impact on local traffic. That 
suggestion is preposterous. It would be far more 
reasonable and sound for the City to begin right away 
advising the property owners and developers that they 
must share the burden of accommodating increased 
traffic. 
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L.A. City Planning has long embraced specific plans 
designed to preserve the existing character, density, 
and massing within distinct areas. Universal City's 
so-called Vision Plan, including the current proposal 
for the MTA site, is inconsistent with the character 
of the hillside neighborhoods surrounding it. The 
plans now on the table would not only compromise 
historic sites such as Campo de Cahuenga, they would 
also adversely affect the quality of life in adjacent 
hillside communities, and threaten public safety in an 
area where the Fire Department and other agencies 
involved in Emergency response already operate under 
tremendous duress. The EIR must address these 
community character and public safety issues. 

Sincerely, 
Donald R. Brown 
D.M. Osborne 
6513 Lakeridge Road 
Los Angeles CA 90068 

D.M. Osborne 
323.874.6548 
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addressed in the EIR. All comments will be considered in the preparation of the EIR. Written comments 
must be submitted to this office by August 9, 2007. Written comments will also be accepted at the scoping 
meeting described above. 

Please direct your comments to: 

Jon Foreman 
City Planner/Project Coordinator 
Department of City Planning 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 601 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Fax: (213) 978-6566 
Jon.Foreman@lacity.org 

S. Gail Goldberg, AlCP 
Director of Planning - 

City ~ i a n n e d o j j e c t  Coordinator 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

Enclosures 

JULY 1 2  2 0 0 7  

I WOULD VOTE FOR T H I S  PROPOSAL, EXCEPT FOR. 

THE SEWER PROBLEMS,TRAFFIC & SMOG PROBLEMS INCREASE. 

MORE WATER PROBLEMS, 

DARRELL PARSONS 
1 0 0 1 1  T I K I T A  P L  
TOLUCA L A K E  CA, 9 1 6 0 2  

JON FOREMAN 
C I T Y  PLANNING COORDINATOR 
,,rn.? -- ..--.. -. -. 

Page 227



Page 228



Page 229



Page 230



Page 231



Page 232



Page 233



Page 234



Page 235



Page 236



Page 237



Page 238



Page 239



Page 240



Page 241



Page 242



Page 243



Page 244



Page 245



Page 246



Page 247



Page 248



Page 249



Page 250



Page 251



Page 252



Page 253



Page 254



Page 255



Page 256



Page 257



Page 258



Page 259



Page 260



Page 261



Page 262



Page 263



Page 264



Page 265



Page 266



Page 267



Page 268



Page 269



Page 270



Page 271



Page 272



Page 273



Page 274



Page 275



Page 276



Page 277



Page 278



Page 279



Page 1 of 1

Jon Foreman - Universal Project

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Sir

"charles wainberg" <wainberg@msn.com>
<jon.foreman@lacity.org>
7110/20073:06 PM
Universal Project

I have lived in the Lake Hollywood Area for 12 years, I have lived with Gridlock for 10 of those years. I
realize that i live in Los Angeles and congestion is part of life. From My house to Downtown take me
anywhere from 10 minutes to 45 minutes. I am realistic that is life in Los Angeles. But when I see a
project in my neighborhood that will add to the Gridlock, that is already impossible and i see no one
looking at this problem I am very confused.

I am not sure you truly get the enormity of the problem. I am suggesting that you spend two days with
my family. I have a beautiful extra room and I am a gourmet chef. After two days you will understand
my neighborhoods pain first hand. My invitation is not a joke.

If you agree please contact me and we can set a date.

these project will cause major hardship on the community and new employees of the project.

As a tax payer I feel you should be working toward making my neighborhood more livable not cansing
me and my neighbors more pain and more gridlock.

To my understanding you are not adding more parking spaces for metro rail you already do not have
enough

what are you going to do with 2thousand more employee plus tourist plus the Universal project on the
Barham side. what are you going to do with all the cars

I hope to get a response from you

I know I am just a tax payer and I don't count I am not related to the CEO ofUniversal so I don't count.
But one can hope, maybe I can show my son that government is for the people by the people not just
large Corporation. I hope to be able to show my son that Government does work for the people.

Thank you for your help

Charles Wainberg

323-804-7218

file://C:\Documents and Settings\jforemanlLocal Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4693A090do... 7/11/2007Page 280
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"brigitte wright" <brigitte@brigittewrightmanagement.com>
<jon.foreman@lacity.org>
7/10/20072:36 PM
UNIVERSAL PLAN and HOLLYWOOD KNOLLS

I LIVE IN THE HOLLYWOOD KNOLLS AND HAVE GRAVE CONCERNS ABOUT THE UNIVERSAL
PLAN DEVELOPMENT IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENT, TRAFFIC AND OUR QUALITY OF
LIVING.

I am writing this wondering what you are doing to protect the homes in the
area, the environment, traffic issues etc.

Please let me know.

Brigitte

Please note contact information:

Brigitte Wright

Phone 323 850 0848

Fax 3238500198

Cell 323 899 3704

<mailto:Brigitte@brigittewrightmanagement.com>
Brigitte@brigittewrightmanagement.com

This message contains information from Brigitte Wright Management Inc., that
may be confidential or privileged. If you are not the intended recipient,
be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents
of this information is prohibited. If you have received this transmission
in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or by electronic mail.

P Please consider the environment before printing this email and/or any
attachments.
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TO 
- 

Fro" larWYNN 
b m w  

3ZW DOS PALOS DR 
JON FOREMAN, CITY PLANNER Cmmy HOLLYWOOD HILLS, CA 9006&1m 

tocairn RE: NBC UNIVERSAL25 YR. ~ocalim 3%8514300 P A 6  W&1-?BQa 
Fax b VISION PLAN Fur re1,phrme e 

ATIN: JON FOREMAN 

RE: I WANT TO C O W  

MY APPROVAL FOR THIS PROJECT. I AM A 30 YFAR RESIDENT IN THE 

UNIVERSAL CITYAREk NBC UNlYERSAL HAS A SOLD RECORD OF 

CRWLllNG CLASSYPROJECTS THAT WILL ONLY BENmT THIS AREA 

AND THE CITYIN GENEBAL. 

MY SUGGESTON IS FOR YOUR DEPARTMFWT TO FACILITATE m S  

PROJECT NOT HINDER IT. 

SINCERELY, 

WOMNN 
32W DOS PALOS DR. 

~ 1 9 x 6 8  
323.851.0300 
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